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STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF [1966] S.C.R.*
TABLES
Subject Matter of Litigation
Volume of Work
Provincial Breakdown
Action of Individual Judges
Cases and Majority Ratio
Action of the Justices
SUBJECT MATTER OF LITIGATION
No. of Cases Exchequer Court or No. of
Reported Court of Appeal Judges SittingAffirmed Reversed
ORIGIAL JURISD.
Habeas Corpus ....................
References . . ... ................
APPELLATE
(a) Private
i) Administration & Succession
Devolution .......... ..............




A gency ........................................... I
Assignments ..................
Banks & Banking ............... I
Bankruptcy . .. .. ................
Companies ............................... 3
Contracts .................................... 2










Breach of Promise ............
D ivorce .............................................













- Statistics compiled by Derek Mullan, B.A.Sc. (Toronto), a
















































No. of Cases Exchequer Court or No. of















4 1.9 x 0
-3.7x0
l.9x0





















Injunction . .... ..
Judgments & Orders ...
Jurisdiction ...................
Procedure ..................................
ases Exchequer Court or No. of





As an example of how this table operates look to the criminal classification
and note:
(1) 9 criminal cases reported
(2) The Courts of Appeal were affirmed 7 times and reversed twice.
(3) One case was decided by a 6 to 1 majority, six cases 5 to 0, one case













Dismissed Varied Public Private


















































OSGOODE HALL LAW JOURNAL
ACTION OF INDIVIDUAL JUDGES
Majority Dissent
J* C T J C T
Taschereau ............................................. 9 14 23 1 - 1
Cartwright ............................................. 21 3 24 5 - 5
Fauteux ..................................................... 10 29 39 1 1 2
A bbott ............................................................ 7 39 46 - 1 1
Martland ................................................... 11 46 57 1 1 2
Judson ......................................................... 13 40 53 6 1 7
R itchie ......................................................... 9 49 58 5 - 5
H all .................................................................. 8 46 54 1 1 2
Spence ......................................................... 8 38 46 4 1 5
J-Leading judgment or leading dissenting judgment.
C--Concurred.
T-Total.




Taschereau ......... 3 6
Cartwright .................. 12 2
Fauteux ........................ 4 13
Abbott .............................. 4 12
Martland ..................... 20 4
Judson .............................. 20 5
Ritchie ........................... 20 6
H all .................................... 14 7



















CASES AND MAJORITY RATIO
Total No. of Cases reported ...................... 83
Unanimous decisions ................ 59
7x0 5 5x0 50
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As an example of how this table works look to Judson J. and we see:
1967]
TABLE VI
34 OSGOODE HALL LAW JOURNAL [VOL. 5
1) He delivered 10 majority judgments.
2) He concurred with Hall J. once and Cartwright J. once but wrote a sub-
stantial separate opinion.
3) He did not concur in any judgments delivered by Spence J., but did concur
in 6 judgments of Hall J., 5 judgments of Ritchie J. etc.
4) He dissented twice from majority judgments of Spence J. and In one
majority judgment delivered by Hall J.
5) He concurred in a dissent against a majority judgment of Ritchie J.
CASE COMMENT

